Who are the globalists and how do you identify them? 


Globalists rule the world and hold it. Determining their identities and plans is the task of investigative 
journalism. 


The articles of the undersigned and the Counter-White sometimes speak of globalists. But who are 
they then, how to identify them and what are their goals? Are they concrete figures or mystical, 
faceless figures hiding underground and bustling in conspiracy theories? And how does Zionism 
relate to the pattern? Isn’t it just about the most notorious category of conspiracy theories - “anti- 
Semitic conspiracy theories”? 


To the chagrin of those waiting for conspiracy entertainment and mysticism, it must be said that this 
writing will not contain either, but will remain firmly on the line. The absolute truth about all the details 
is not known, so those who delve into the subject have different emphases and views. One such 
thing - which is discussed in this paper - is the importance of Zionism in globalism. 


But although there are differences of opinion on things and the writing naturally presents its author's 
understanding of the subject, this opinion paper is not really, but is based for the most part on the 
source material presented. It also includes a lot of material published in the mainstream, so there is 
no secret information involved either. 


The article names some globalists and introduces some of the famous Rothschild and Rockefeller 
clans. Some organizations and incubators are also mentioned, but with the exception of the Council 
on Foreign Relations, their work is not further explored in this paper. Instead, the paper goes through 
the characteristics of globalists, such as attempts to centralize power and limit national sovereignty 
by managing the economy and exploiting various global threats. 


The detriment of the globalists ’aspirations to the rest of the world stems from the fact that these 
individuals, who are steadfastly pursuing that agenda - who have enormous resources at their 
disposal - have a wealth of psychopathic traits. They therefore do not care about stability, but want 
to strengthen their own power and position without hesitation. An example would be the war in Iraq, 
which the mainstream media also had to admit to being launched on false grounds when there were 
no alleged weapons of mass destruction. It also serves as an example of the importance of Zionism 
in globalism, as the neoconservatives who fought the war played a key role in e.g. Zionists Richard 
Perle and William Kristol.1 


Idle conspiracy rhetoric and mystical stories? 

Very often, when writing about globalists, one encounters the criticism that it is a mere idle 
conspiracy rhetoric and an attempt to explain the chaos that prevails in the world, rather than 
concrete things, with mystical stories about the elite seeking world domination. 


However, mysticism is far from over, as globalism is no mystical thing. It is simply a matter of 
“moving away from a nation-state system towards a centralized world power,” as Hannu YIi- 
Karjanmaa in the book States and Terrorism (2008) puts it.2 In practice, this means transferring real 
power to supranational organizations narrowing, increased surveillance and spying, and threats to 
privacy and civil liberties. 


After the data leaks by Edward Snowden, who worked for U.S. intelligence services at the latest, it 


has become clear to even a more skeptical successor that we have already been able to witness the 
development described above. Yli-Karjanmaa also writes that it is “very important to understand that 
[globalists] do not keep their aspirations secret, that is, it is not a matter of conspiracy, nor of the 
activities of any political party”. Then there were megalomaniacal plans e.g. world currency realistic 
chances of success or not, then at least globalists themselves believe in them and pursue them 
regardless of the consequences. 


Incubators of thought and behind-the-scenes power 

An example of a globalist organization is the incubator called Council on Foreign Relations (CFR), of 
which The Washington Post, in its 1993 article, describes a large number of U.S. rulers.3 The 
magazine describes them as “individuals who have governed [U.S.] international relations for more 
than half a century. and the Military Consortium ’. The 4900-member organization includes highly 
educated or high-ranking individuals from around the world. Members include former U.S. 
Presidents Jimmy Carter and Bill Clinton, but, as The Washington Post writes, “heads of industry 
and economics, as well as large universities, law firms, and foundations, are strongly represented’. 


The magazine also highlights how the number of mainstream media representatives in the CFR has 
started to rise since the 1960s. It states this to be “a recognition of their important role in public 
affairs and their rise to the American ruling class”. Thus, “they not only analyze and interpret U.S. 
foreign policy but help to do so”. The magazine refers to an article by Jon Vanden Heuvel in the 
Media Studies Journal. This makes the media widely responsible for the fact that humanitarianism 
has become a central part of the country's foreign policy: "By focusing on certain crises around the 
world [the media is now in a better position] to put pressure on the government to act." But, as we 
have seen in recent years, “humanitarian interventions” may turn out to be less humanitarian, 


Thus, not all major powers are elected officials. In fact, “changing governments do not represent the 
highest power that prefers to act behind the scenes,” as Yli-Karjanmaa writes in his book.4 This 
behind-the-scenes power has been referred to as the “deep state,” the “invisible government,” and 
the “shadow government.” 5 described e.g. Presidents Theodore Roosevelt and Woodrow Wilson, 
and Senator Daniel Inouye, who said in the context of the Iran-contra scandal over the Pasture War: 
and inspections, free from the law itself. ” 


The media does not write much about the CFR, but like those in power and educational institutions, 
they are happy to make use of the material it produces, which is “certainly compatible with the so- 
called with a progressive worldview, ”as Jukka Ojala writes.6 Ojala continues that* there is no 
conspiracy here and it is not needed - (almost) everything is said in public and has been thoroughly 
researched by these incubators ”. 


The media allows for conspiracies by burying unpleasant truths 

But while globalists make their goals public, they don’t want to be as open about revealing how they 
pursue those goals. However, their methods replicate themselves and are therefore predictable. The 
formula is often a problem-reaction-solution paradigm following the Hegelian dialectic, in which a 
problem is created or an existing problem is exploited and the desired outcome is offered as a 
solution. 


For example, government agencies can assist terrorists or even carry out a terrorist attack 
themselves, rolling the blame on the other party. The solution to the problem could be to oust a ruler 
who is awkward from a globalist perspective, using military force on the soil of a foreign 

state. Despite the fact that several conspiracies have been uncovered, the possibility of conspiracy 


being raised is still met with a sluggish attitude. Those in power have, throughout history, plotted and 
conspired behind the backs of citizens. Why wouldn’t that happen today? 


It is often heard that it is argued that high-class conspiracies would be exposed immediately 
because their implementation would require the participation of so many individuals that surely 
someone would speak. However, Vesa Raiskila shows in his article Someone would have spoken... 
mentioning several examples of how the media can bury unpleasant truths for those in power 
despite thousands of eyewitnesses.7 In addition, even in large operations, 


For example, the success of the 9/11 terrorist attacks was aided essentially by military exercises of 
the same content at the same time, which confused the defense systems. If the simultaneity of the 
attacks was not a coincidence but a deliberate one, certainly not many people knew about it, and 
especially the participants in the exercises could not know in any way that they had “assisted” in 
carrying out the terrorist attack. Even if in this type of situation the truth would whiten for them 
afterwards, not many involved would necessarily want to talk about it for fear of sanctions. And more 
importantly - as Raiskila also points out - it would not be easy for a speaker to get listeners if the 
mainstream media so decides. 


Had Snowden not been in possession of secret documents, would the general public have taken him 
for granted? The media and those in power seek to ridicule the leak or destroy his career. This was 
the case, for example, with journalist Gary Webb, who eventually ended up in suicide, who revealed 
the CIA was involved in drug trafficking. (Webb had died from two shots at the head, which sparked 
controversy, ed. Note) .8 


Excessive conspiracies at every turn are, of course, futile. Flat country theories, for example, take 
credibility away from dealing with real conspiracies. But while many also view globalists ’efforts to 
rule the world as mere conspiracy theories, Brandon Smith, who represents the Alt-Market site, has 
been able to predict e.g. The result of the Brexit vote and the election of Donald Trump as 
President. However, he has stated that if there were no globalists in the world, it would be very 
difficult for him to successfully predict anything.9 


Should all globalists be named one by one? 

When we talk about globalists, we mean individuals who are characterized by a certain kind of 
behavior, rhetoric, beliefs, and institutional connections. It is, of course, necessary to name 
individuals and organizations - as is done in this paper - but it would be impossible to add a 
comprehensive list of all globalists to each article. 


Alt-Market.com 

Smith responds to criticism of raising globalists in his article How To Identify A Globalist Criminal.10 
He notes that questioners are often either ignorant of the subject or deliberately seeking to sow the 
seeds of doubt. One argument is that if globalists were a real threat, they should be named one ata 
time. Smith notes that such a requirement is in line with the methods put forward by civic activist 
Saul Alinsky in his book Rules for Radicals (1971): Unless every person in a conspiracy can name 
and present a complete solution to a problem, one should not talk about the whole thing. 


Is it then justified to use the term '‘globalist'’, for not all of them call themselves by that name, at least 
in public? And it may be that there are people in the world who support globalization and call 
themselves globalists, but who do not have the power or qualities and goals mentioned in this 
paper. The appropriate term could be debated indefinitely, as people have differing views as to why 


this group should be called. However, some term needs to be used and since some of them 
themselves use the term “globalist’, it is a valid expression in that sense. 


Is criticizing globalism anti-Semitism? 

Before Smith sets out to further define the characteristics of globalists, he raises an issue that 
inevitably pops to the surface at some point when talking about globalism. Sometimes writings about 
globalists are attempted to be labeled as “Jewish conspiracies” if they mention Jews involved in the 
conspiracy. First, it is debatable whether we should talk about conspiracy or use the term “power 
alliance,” for example, because, as has been said, globalists do not conceal their aspirations, 
although they do not, of course, reveal in advance all the means to achieve them. 


Second, labeling the writing as a “Jewish conspiracy” would have attempted to erode credibility by 
implying that the author had racist intentions and would only claim Jews to be involved in the 
conspiracy and possibly even every single Jew in the world to participate actively. Of course, this is 
not the case, but the subject is difficult in the sense that there are writings that go to extremes and 
are aggressive in tone. Sometimes it can be fanaticism, but sometimes it can also be reckless - or 
deliberately provocative - use of language. 


For more relevant writings, such unfortunately do a disservice, as they make it easy to 
compartmentalize all writings on the subject into “anti-Semitic fanaticism”. Nor is any person 
infallible, and unintentional errors in the scriptures can occur. Mistakes are constantly present in 
mainstream media publications as well, but alternative media do not have as much affordability for 
mistakes, and they lose their credibility more easily even if they correct their mistakes more actively 
than mainstream media. 


So when writing about it, you should choose your words carefully, as it often evokes great feelings in 
one direction, if not the other. According to some views, talking about “globalists” is downright a 
distortion and twist of facts, because Jews and / or Zionists are such a dominant part of globalists 
that one should always use the term “Zionist,” for example. Equally sensitive, then, are those who 
immediately brand anti-Semitic writing that mentions several major globalists are in fact Jews. 


While many associate American Italians with criminal activity, in reality, only a small minority of the 
17.2 million American Italians are involved in the Mafia. So when we talk about American-American 
criminals in the context of the mafia operating in the United States, it is not fair to assume that the 
speaker is claiming that all American-ltalians are criminals. Similarly, when speaking of Jews, one 
should not assume that all Jews are referred to as globalists or engaging in questionable activities. 


Readers who are most sensitive to their minds could point out that it would be difficult to talk about 
American-American criminal organizations if the use of the term “American-ltalian” in a negative 
context were immediately branded as racism. Equally, it is impossible to criticize Zionism if criticism 
is to be understood as anti-Semitism. As you wonder why it is so often a red garment, the saying 
comes to mind: "To learn who controls you, find out who you are not allowed to criticize." 


Let it be that this was not actually said by the French philosopher Voltaire, but by the neo-Nazi Kevin 
Alfred Strom. The quote has since been used by e.g. Laura Huhtasaari, a Member of Parliament for 
basic Finns, and Iso H, known from the Fintelligens band, to describe their own worlds of thought.1 1 
Huhtasaari12, who thinks of himself as a Zionist, and the left-wing Iso H cannot be considered neo- 
Nazis. In addition, Paul Gibbard, who worked as a researcher at the Voltaire Foundation in Oxford, 
has stated that the statement is Voltaire's spiritual and reflects his anti-authority.13 So it is not worth 


clinging too much to the origin of the saying, but whether it is true. And very often one finds that 
criticism of Zionism leads completely unjustifiably to classification as anti-Semitic. 


Zionism a mere branch? 

Brandon Smith is right that persons belonging to globalists represent many nationalities, for 
example, the American Egyptian Mohamed El-Erian.14 Smith interprets that not all globalists care 
about Israel for its own sake. It is a tool for them to cause a rift in the Middle East. Zionism is used to 
manipulate the Jewish population to support globalist projects. After all, the warlike agenda pursued 
by the Zionists is, in fact, detrimental to Israel. American professors John Mearsheimer and Stephen 
Walt, for example, have come to this conclusion in their book The Israel Lobby and US Foreign 
Policy (2007). 


While everyone is entitled to their own view, Smith would seem to underestimate too much the role 
of Zionists in globalism by calling this disinformation on the grounds that in many globalist 
organizations, Jews are not in the majority. And while he realizes that you don’t have to be a Jew to 
be a Zionist, he notes that many globalists aren’t Zionists either, and therefore argues that Zionism is 
just a side branch. In that sense, Smith is right that not all globalists are Zionists. And those who are 
do not always pursue the interests of Israel just because they would be of great concern to the 
Jewish population, but above all to advance the globalist agenda. For them, Zionism does not 
necessarily mean what they believe it means to grassroots actors. 


However, judging the role of the Zionist elite in globalism is not just about how large a proportion of 
globalists are Jews or who consider themselves Zionists. For even if the Zionists do not quantify the 
majority of the globalists, they may still have more say. Cf. the fact that one percent of the world’s 
population owns half of the world’s wealth.15 Bill Gates, Jeff Bezos, and Warren Buffet certainly 
have a better chance of influence than the 160 million Americans whose wealth equals their 
combined wealth. 


Rothschilds are not just “one among others” 

Although Facebook founder Mark Zuckerberg, for example, has managed to create a huge fortune, 
The Telegraph writes that it is unlikely that Zuckerberg’s name would remain afloat for centuries, 
such as the renowned Rothschilds and Rockefellers.16 It notes many other significant factors have 
ceased or merged with other players. 


Family coat of arms of the Rothschilds 

The Rothschild family of bankers has thus undeniably had more influence than many others, and it 
has not been merely “one among others,” as Brandon Smith writes, although it admits it has been an 
important factor. For example, an article in Historia reports that the family has funded European 
courts and is “still one of the great powers of the economy.” 17 The article mentions that the Daily 
Telegraph wrote in 2008 that “no other family has ever been able to do the same”. 


The Rothschilds have not only funded and ruled Europe. The aforementioned CFR, for example, is, 
in a sense, a unit based in New York for the Royal Institute for International Affairs (RIIA) in the 
UK. The latter Rothschild dynasty has funded and utilized foreign policy decisions as a governing 
body. 


Without belittling the Rockefellers, one could say the Rothschilds were the more dominant of the two 
genera. As mentioned in The Telegraph, the foundation for the current dominance of the Rothschilds 
was laid by Mayer Amschel Rothschild, who at the turn of the 19th century sent his five sons to 


various economic centers in Europe. The most successful was Nathan Mayer Rothschild, who 
founded the NM Rothschild & Sons investment bank in London in 1811. 


The Rockefeller dynasty began a little later in the late 19th century when John D. Rockefeller 
founded the world’s largest oil company. Des Griffin tells in his book Descent into Slavery? (1980) 
how the Rothschilds, through German-born American Jewish bankers Jacob Schiff and Paul 
Warburg, financed the Rockefellers Standard Oil Company, the Edward Harriman Railway 
Company, and the Andrew Carnegie Steel Company in the United States. 


The collaboration between the Rothschilds and the Rockefellers has continued to this day. In 2012, 
Forbes reported that the former RIT Capital Partners had acquired more than a third of Rockefeller's 
asset management company Rockefeller Financial Services.18 As a side note, the shares were 
previously owned by Société Générale, a French multinational financial institution. In a press 
release, David Rockefeller said he knew Jacob Rothschild for five decades and the connection 
between the genders remains very strong. 


In The New Jerusalem: Zionist Power in America (2004) and The New Babylon: Those Who Reign 
Supreme (2009), Michael Collins Piper writes that while the Rockefellers have also had their own 

agenda, which has not always been completely united with the Zionists, they have not yet have not 
struggled against these, but rather acted as representatives of the Rothschilds in the United States. 


The Telegraph writes that the Rothschilds and Rockefellers “followed two rules that all mega-level 
plutocrats must follow in order to be remembered for more than a century”. The first is to make sure 
that the offspring feel obligated to maintain the property of the family. The second is to donate as 
much money as possible to universities, galleries and hospitals. The magazine mentions, for 
example, the Rockefellers who founded the University of Chicago, Rockefeller University, which 
focuses on biomedicine, and e.g. the Rockefeller Foundation, which supports medical research. 


Admittedly, The Telegraph claims that the clans acted independently of each other, which is not 
entirely true. Furthermore, the magazine does not directly mention why it is important to support 
these objects, but in addition to gaining a good reputation by supporting education and medicine, it is 
also possible to influence social development. It is still noteworthy that The Telegraph, representing 
the mainstream media, writes about this so directly. If any alternative media were to write in the 
same way, skeptics would argue that it would only spread “conspiracy theories” - perhaps even 
“Jewish conspiracies” when it came to the Rothschilds. 


Other notable Zionists 

While the Rothschilds and Rockefellers have been key influencers, they have certainly not been the 
only ones. Piper demonstrates the importance of Zionism by listing largely another hundred Jewish 
tribes representing the influential Zionist agenda. Examples include the Sulzbergers, Meyer-Graham 
and Newhouse, who had a great deal of power in the media, both print and broadcast, and the 
Canadian Bronfman family, known as the “Rothschilds of the New World”. The latter accumulated its 
property during the Prohibition Act through the smuggling of alcohol and other criminal activities, 
cooperating e.g. With Meyer Lansky's criminal syndicate. 


However, it is important to remember that Piper speaks in an organized way about the Jewish tribes 
working towards common goals and the connections they form. Although he mentions that the 
problem is not only the Zionist elite but also that the vast majority of American Jews support their 
agenda. After all, the elite could not function without the approval of the people. In the name of 


fairness, however, it must be said that the elite has, of course, succeeded in manipulating a large 
number of people from all other sections of the population, not just Jews. Although for the latter, 
Israeli affairs can be expected to be more relevant than for the rest of the population. 


It is not about anti-Semitism any more than talking about Italian mafia families would be anti- 

Italian. To the chagrin of the critics, too, it is not a matter of conspiracy theories or false news, but 
Piper’s findings are largely based on material published in the mainstream with nothing secretive. In 
places, he even borrows material from respected Jewish historians. 


But, of course, not all globalists are Jews or even Zionists, and a lot of false beliefs are on the 

move. The Rockefeller family, for example, has been claimed to be Jewish, although strong 
evidence has not been presented and Piper refutes the belief in his book. Admittedly, there is no 
greater significance unless there is a need to blame Jews for all the problems in the world. However, 
awareness of the importance of Zionism is essential because it contributes to explaining the actions 
of globalists. 


Fundamentalism as part of globalism 

Piper refers to SJ Cohen’s memoir on Mayer Rothschild’s life, The Exemplary Life of the Immortal 
Banker, by Mr. Meyer Amschel Rothschild, stating that he was an avid believer in the Jewish sacred 
collection of texts in the Talmud and sought to follow its principles in all his actions. Religiosity was 
thus already a significant source of inspiration for the founding father of the Rothschild clan, and it 
does not seem to be indifferent to today’s globalists either. In the United States, several globalists 
have acted as part of a neoconservative political trend in which, in addition to the Zionists, 
fundamentalist Christians have been well represented. 


The concurring goals of Christian fundamentalists with those of the Zionists are based on their belief 
that the Second Coming of Jesus will come after the Jews took over the holy land.19 In his book 
Made in Texas: George W. Bush and the Southern Takeover of American Politics (2003), Michael 
Lind sees one of the neo-conservatives ‘goals in shaping U.S. foreign policy in the George W. Bush 
era as almost identical to Israeli politics. 


The union of Zionists and Christian fundamentalists is interesting in that fundamentalists believe that 
what they perceive as superstitious — including Jews — will be destroyed in the end-time 

struggle. Someone might even see such a goal as anti-Semitic, but nonetheless, the Zionists 
fraternize with fundamentalist Christians. On the other hand, even Zionists may not have a brighter 
future for Christians. The Talmud has been criticized, and Piper refers to August Rohling, a 
professor at Charles University, who, as a master of the Hebrew language, formed a translation of 
the Talmud. 


According to Rohling, the Talmud tells us that the Jews are waiting for the Messiah to arrive and that 
the Christians will be killed because “they belong to the devil’. In addition, it mentions e.g. the 
domination of the Jews by exploiting other people is downright a decree of God. As you might guess, 
Rohling is considered anti-Semitic and his interpretations incorrect. Proponents of the Talmud - such 
as the Anti-Defamation League (ADL) in Israel - argue that it is only a matter of translation errors or 
separating parts of the text from their context.20 nor would they represent the thinking of modern 
Jews. 


However, some Jewish writers disagree with the ADL. Max Dimont, an American-Finnish historian 
and author of five books on Jewish history, considers the Talmud important and writes that today's 


Jews represent “a continuum of ideas that go unbroken thousands of years back to the days of 
Abraham”. Talmud scholar Rabbi Louis Finkelstein writes in his book The Pharisees: The 
Sociological Background of Their Faith (1946) that although the spirit of the ancient Pharisees has 
remained unchanged ”. 


Certainly not all Jews today live by these allegedly dubious principles. But when talking about the 
disadvantages of religions, there is usually no concern for moderate believers. The ADL also 
acknowledges that “Judaism has acquired its own share of fanatics, racists, and xenophobes, some 
of whom have expressed their prejudices in religious terms”. And while not all of the claims made by 
those who have criticized the Talmud are true, the ADL admits it “contains statements that many 
today — both Jews and non-Jews — find disgusting”. 


There are still fanatical rabbis, and fundamentalist Christians also interpret the Bible as they see 

fit. So why couldn’t the extreme Jews interpret the hostile passages found in the Talmud in the same 
way they wanted? Even if Rohling and other critics had interpreted the Talmud differently than 
intended, perhaps the Zionists have made similar interpretations, drawing inspiration from them. For 
if Rohling's interpretations are to any extent true, the Talmudic writings find commonalities with the 
globalist utopia of world domination and its attainment by intrigue and regardless of 

consequences. The Rothschilds and other mighty clans can be seen to have done just that - whether 
they were influenced by the Talmud or not. 


The importance of Israel to globalists 

In any case, since its inception and before that, Israel has had a special position for globalists, 
whether it is genuinely important to them or just a tool for governing the Middle East - and possibly 
some of both. Admittedly, the Rothschilds were still at the turn of the 20th century against the 
establishment of a Jewish state. 


Because Zionism as a trend originated later than the Rothschild dynasty and the ideology they 
represented, and not all Jewish globalists representing international monetary power still necessarily 
support the state of Israel, the use of the term “Zionist” is also considered by some to be a 

distortion. In this paper, however, it is used for clarity. After all, the Rothschilds also found that a 
strategically placed Jewish state was to the advantage of its global projects. The Jerusalem Post 
says the family was “the most important donor to Israel” and Jacob Rothschild is convinced that this 
will continue to be the case.21 


According to some, globalism itself could be seen as organized crime, but there are also examples 
of Zionist influence when it comes to more traditional organized crime. Where American-ltalian mafia 
began to be cramped, pro-Zionist criminal syndicate leaders, such as Meyer Lansky, were 
“untouchable” due to their connections to Washington, the CIA, and the FBI. 


One of Lansky's accomplices was Hyman Larner, who ruled the Chicago underworld. Illustratively, 
as the FBI prepared to kidnap Larner in 1997, the State Department intervened and suppressed 
investigations. Police Chief Michael J. Corbitt, who served as part of Mafia boss Sam Giancana’s 
syndicate, pointed out that his old acquaintance “seemed to have some very influential 

friends”. Indeed, the partnership with the Israeli intelligence service Mossad and the supply of 
weapons to Israel were essential to the success of the Chicago Mafia. These things guaranteed the 
Chicago gangsters a “get out of jail’ card. 


Considering the above, the role of Rothschilds and Zionism in globalism seems central, but certainly 


not exclusive. It is, therefore, a little strange that in his otherwise valid writing, Smith states that the 
Rothschilds were only “one among others,” and a mere branch of Zionism in globalism. Perhaps one 
reason is, as Piper writes, that the Zionist elite has kept a much lower profile than, say, the 
Rockefellers, Morgan, Roosevelt, Kennedy, and Vanderbilt. Also in the field of organized crime, 
American Italian mafias such as Carlos Marcello and Santo Trafficante Jr. thrived in the spotlight 
with honor as important to them as loot, while Meyer Lansky was influenced by their background, 
being less prominent in public. 


Especially in the internet age, it would be no wonder that Zionists would rather stay out of the 
biggest spotlights. The Jerusalem Post writes that it is not “fun to be a Rothschild these days in 
Europe” referring to Ariane de Rothschild, who said “the number of hate mail has risen very 
aggressively.” 22 It is not only “anti-Semites” who are Ariane, who married Benjamin de Rothschild, 
is not Jewish. At the time, the Rothschilds themselves were quite precise about the matter and were 
very negative about, for example, Hannah de Rothschild’s marriage to the non-Jewish Archibald 
Primrose because it was contrary to their interpretations of Talmudic teachings and inter-cousin 
marriages used to preserve property in the family. 


Smith points out that there is a belief in religions other than Judaism about the superiority of those 
who believe in that religion over other people. But even so, it still does not negate the fact that in the 
world in which we live, it is the Zionists who seem to play a central role in globalism. If the 
Rothschilds and partners were, for example, Hindus, then we could consider the impact of Hinduism 
on their activities. Extreme tendencies are also to be found in Hinduism, and People's News, for 
example, says Hindu nationalists use violence against their opponents in India.23 But while Smith 
states that globalists are found in “every ethnic group and nationality imaginable” and Hindus are 
many times larger than Jews, their role in globalism is said to be small. 


If there were no Zionists in the world, some other group would probably fill the power vacuum they 
left. So while it must be possible to speak of things by their proper names, it cannot, of course, be 
argued that Jews can be blamed for the evil of the world, as those who label writings like this writing 
as anti-Semitic often try to make the author claim. For this reason, Smith is right that excessive 
clinging to the genetic backgrounds of globalists is of no use, as they are recognized above all by 
their behavior and world of thought. Towards the end of the paper, we will delve into these 
characteristics in accordance with Smith’s article, but of course not every globalist has all of these 
characteristics. 


The “inevitable” future and the end of sovereignty 

Smith writes that “globalists often claim the concentration of administrative and economic power to 
be an inevitable by-product of development ’”. Without any evidence, they claim that globalism 
represents the pinnacle of human evolution and that everyone is opposed to just standing on the 
path of development. Smith points out, however, that concentrating power on the elite is not a new 
invention, but throughout history dreams of an empire ruled by the elite have always existed since 
the ideal state proposed by the Greek philosopher Plato. It is not about evolution, but about an 
ideology that people have been struggling with for thousands of years. 


However, it is worth distinguishing globalists from “useful idiots”. Globalists are the ones who have 
enough power to be able to influence things and advance their agenda. Useful idiots may embrace 
their rhetoric, but they have no real influence. They may imagine they will benefit from the situation, 
but will probably not eventually benefit, or at least to the extent they have imagined. Such a 
description would be well suited, for example, to some Finnish politicians who are sadly outsourcing 


our country's assets to foreign actors or rescuing foreign private banks, promising that Finland will 
eventually make money with these measures. Of course, some of our politicians may also be 
launderable globalists, and none of them will probably be spending time in the bread line in the next 
few years, 


Useful idiots can also be citizens who have swallowed the hook, for example, in support of globalists 
military efforts, which they trade as“ war on terror or“ humanitarian intervention, "even though the 
real goal is to break the sovereignty of independent states. Even if a state has real problems, 
globalists are not really interested in solving them other than by offering a solution that promotes 
their own agenda. Zionists can also be useful idiots, but in that case, of course, we are not talking 
about an international elite, but grassroots actors who imagine that they are advancing the interests 
of Israel by supporting the reshaping of the Middle East. 


Indeed, national sovereignty is often the subject of criticism and attacks by globalists. They resent 
nationalism and “incessantly preach about the good sides of open borders”. While they also seek to 
restrict individual freedom, they see themselves as unique and better individuals with whom this 
freedom should remain unrestricted. 


Centralized world power and a common world currency 

Trade has long been the basis for the civilization and survival of mankind. Smith states it is “almost 
as important as the air we breathe and the water we drink”. It is therefore natural that, in order to 
grab as much power as possible, economic governance is important to globalists. However, they do 
not have enough status as the world's reserve currency, for example, but aim for a common world 
currency, as already envisaged in the 1988 issue of The Economist.24 The Economist is a magazine 
whose “shareholders [the Rothschilds] have been responsible for ”.25 It is therefore reasonable to 
assume that the writings published in the journal reflect the world of ideas of globalists. 


Smith believes the plan is for the International Monetary Fund (IMF) to become a bottleneck for 
global economic governance and for all the world’s major currencies to merge into the IMF’s Special 
Drawing Rights basket. He explains that “this would allow the IMF to dictate exchange rates as it 
sees fit until the values of the various currencies are so consistent that the single currency becomes 
the natural next step”. The decline in the use of cash currency has long been a trend and the 
ultimate goal is likely to be a penniless society based on a cryptocurrency possibly based on 
blockchain technology. 


Of course, filing a card has had its advantages, being faster and easier than counting 

coins. However, the downside of electronic currency is the decline in privacy. Cryptocurrencies are 
marketed with their anonymity. This may still be the case for some crypts at this stage when it comes 
to tinkering with hobbyists. But already by tracking Bitcoin transactions, authorities have been able to 
track down drug smugglers.26 The online publication Silicon Angle writes that any online application 
available to hack transactions and the anonymity of bitcoin is a myth: “Tracking transactions is not 
only possible but very simple.” 27 


Mark Carney 

Goldman Sachs has shown great interest in blockchain technology28 and the IMF is also flagging for 
a digital currency.29 Mark Carney, Governor of the Bank of England, has stated that a digital 
currency like bitcoin could replace the dollar as a world reserve currency.30 authorities are able to 
trace every transaction. If someone does not see a problem here, it may be appropriate to read 
Johanna Lehtonen's article published by Vastavalkea Do you have “nothing to hide”? 


Because there are many conflicts going on in the world (Some of which are caused or promoted by 
globalists), they offer a solution to centralized world governance and the renunciation of nation- 
states in the name of “peace”. They seek to accelerate this process through a number of 
organizations such as the UN, the IMF, the Bank for International Settlements (BIS), the World Bank 
and think tanks such as the CFR, Tavistock, the Trilateral Commission, Bilderberg and Darpa. 


The practical model is the European Union, which is governed by a supranational bureaucratic 
system headed by little-known officials who are not elected or who are not accountable to their 
citizens. With politicians and government officials who regularly work closely with globalist 
institutions and think tanks or well-known globalists, Smith thinks he is a globalist himself. 


The beloved goal has many names 

Globalists call the transition to a single currency and centralized governance a number of different 
terms, of which Smith mentions “global economic Zeroing,” “new world order,” and “multipolar world 
order,” but notes that all of these are just marketing terms referring to the same thing. A real 
multipolar world would certainly not be a bad thing, but unlike the majority of American alternative 
media, Smith has also paid attention to the connections of Eastern states with globalists and their 
institutions.32 


For example, Henry Kissinger, a globalist who has been involved in many and accused of war 
crimes, has been a long-time friend of Russian President Vladimir Putin long before Putin took office, 
and in an article a few years ago Politico says they still meet regularly.33 According to the story, 
Putin banks from Russia and broke out of their power structures. However, this is not entirely 

true. Financial services investment bank Rothschild & Co says they have had an on-site office in 
Russia for more than a decade.34 It praises its unparalleled links with the country’s government and 
high-level players and mentions that it has provided advice “in many of the country’s largest, 


Forbes, according to Wall Street's big names JP Morgan and Goldman Sachs, is one of the three 
largest investment banks in Russia, despite economic sanctions imposed by the West.35 The BIS, 
the IMF and Goldman Sachs have been heavily involved in the activities and transactions of the 
country’s administration. "37 From the outset, Goldman Sachs also played a role in the BRICS 
community of developing countries.38 


In addition, China is on its way to an Orwellian society by building an identity card-linked social credit 
scoring system in which citizens either accrue or lose points.39 Points would be increased, for 
example, by those in power and reduced by unpleasant information to the government. The system 
is already in the pilot phase and a small number of points can complicate e.g. travel and internet 
use, while those with high scores can reap social and economic benefits.40 Opponents of such a 
system and the consider Russia as the main counterweight to globalism. 


Because the “multipolar world” has been much featured in the alternative media, there is a danger 
that its adoption into globalist rhetoric will serve as a means of deception. Indeed, those who oppose 
the “new world order” pursued by globalists may be sympathetic to the same goals if presented in a 
different form and marketed as a “multipolar world order”. So when globalists talk about a “multipolar 
world,” it should not be misled. The goal is still not to distribute power, but to keep it with the 
organizations they manage, even as the position of the U.S. and the dollar weakens. 


Global threat images available 

As Hannu Yli-Karjanmaa writes, “the aim is to intimidate citizens in order to justify a certain type of 
policy” with various threats. These threats include not only wars and terrorism, but also global 
warming, the financial crisis and the threat of a pandemic. They formulate it so that global problems 
require global solutions and are happy to provide solutions that lead to an increase in their own 
power. 


Climate change - no matter to what extent it is man-made and how powerful the phenomenon 
actually is - has provided an excellent opportunity for globalists to call for global action, and 
emissions trading, for example, makes money and restricts people's lives. Recently, outright climate 
hysteria has been in full swing. It is claimed that the majority of scientists sign theories about carbon 
dioxide as the main regulator of the climate, although in reality few scientists can claim to be sure. 


Antero Ollila, PhD, Aalto University, has examined the validity of the alleged 97% consensus and 
shown how it was obtained by excluding 7930 studies from the selected 11944 studies that do not 
take a position on whether or not a person is to blame for climate change.41 The real consensus 
would be 32, 6% and that includes those who say that human activity has some effect but do not 
believe it to be the main cause. Ollila himself mentions that he belongs to this category. He adds that 
“only 41 studies were unreservedly in favor of man-made climate change”. Depending on the 
method of calculation, the consensus can therefore be anything from 0.31% to 97.1%. 


In this way, political actors and the media shape scientists ‘conclusions and research findings into 
the form they want. Major scientific journals also refuse to publish the writings of more skeptical 
scientists because “they would not be of interest to the general public”. Moreover, those who are 
more skeptical are often branded as “deniers,” when in reality no one denies that the climate will 
change, and many do not even say that man has any influence on change. When, for example, Yle 
reports on a more skeptical study, it seeks, at least between the lines, to present the researcher's 
motivation for attention and to associate it with the topic of “far-right conspiracy theories” .42 


However, the climate is a much more complex matter than is implied. It is not synonymous with the 
global average of lower atmospheric temperature, but also includes rainfall, relative humidity, 
atmospheric pressure, and wind. How carbon dioxide affects the atmosphere is of great importance, 
e.g. cloud cover and water vapor. However, data on cloud movements are not available for a very 
long time. Indeed, climate models are often erroneously based on the assumption that only carbon 
dioxide matters, and ignore many other factors, as the development of such models would be 
particularly demanding and it could even be impossible to take all factors into account. 


Smith states that globalists have created a moral dilemma under the guise of climate change: If we 
do not accept the global actions and centralization they are pursuing, there is a risk - no more and 
no less - of an apocalyptic destruction of our environment. However, contrary to intimidation and 
sensational media, more moderate views suggest that there is nothing completely “unprecedented” 
or “catastrophic” in the current situation, and such predictions have been made that the climate in 
the 2020s will be entering a cooling phase. After all, during the history of climate, there have been 
warm and cold periods in turn. 


In order to achieve a more balanced view and alleviate the worst panic, we can recommend Matti 
Virtanen's journal Climate Panic - Treatment Guide, published in the spring of 2019, with a 
geographical background. meteorologist Lennart Bengtsson, MIT's meteorological emeritus 


professor Richard Lindzen, and Jyrki Kaupp, physics emeritus professor in Yle's article mentioned 
earlier.43 


Globalists psychopaths? 

Not all globalists are united by a “concern” about climate change, but there is one thing that unites 
most - especially the higher the level of movement. Brandon Smith states that this was the greatest 
insight he has gained in the 12 years he has analyzed globalism. It is a psychological anomaly - 
narcissistic sociopathy, or psychopathy. “Criminology shows that not all criminals are narcissistic 
sociopaths, but most with whom narcissistic sociopathy has completely erupted are criminals,” Smith 
writes. How successful criminals they are depends on their ability to blend in and manipulate other 
people. 


Psychopaths most often make up one percent of the population, but account for the majority of 
violent crimes, being 4 to 8 times more sensitive than the average person to resorting to violence to 
gain an advantage in their daily interactions with other individuals. Psychopaths are characterized by 
a lack of conscience and empathy, the ability to justify their destructive behavior, the extreme need 
to be respected and admired, the feeling of being special and better, the madness of greatness, the 
innate desire to control the lives of others, the compulsive need to manipulate, the impulsive sexual 
desire to be “as superior” to others as | consider themselves. 


Psychopathy is a congenital character disorder. The environment may have effects when these 
qualities emerge, but unless a person has them latent at birth, he or she will not normally embrace 
them later in life. Psychopathy cannot be cured, and the psychopath does not even feel that there is 
something to correct in him. He is driven by an endless need for dopamine. And the more 
exceptional the function, and the more successfully he copes with the situation, the more dopamine 
his brain will produce. 


Lisa Marshall, a psychologist who conducted a three-year study in Scottish prisons, sees a number 
of similarities between criminal psychopaths and politicians who have succeeded in their careers.44 
Harvard clinical psychologist Martha Stout has found that politicians are often psychopaths.45 Other 
professions in which psychopaths often occur. CEOs, attorneys, media workers, salesmen, 
journalists, police officers, religious leaders, and government officials.46 According to criminal 
psychologist Robert Hare, psychopathy is also common in the financial industry, and Christopher 
Bayer, a therapist for Wall Street Brokers, confirms this.47 


These professions are well suited for psychopaths because they provide a lot of power and require 
the ability to make clinical and insensitive decisions. A large proportion of globalists also represent 
these professions. An article in The Telegraph cited earlier stated that it is important for the success 
of the mighty clans that the offspring maintain the traditions of the clan. Are then all members of 
these genera psychopaths? The inheritance of psychopathy is not fully known, but according to 
forensic psychologist J. Reid Meloy, it is also a “hereditary condition” and “the more severe the 
psychopathy, the greater the significance of heredity for the disorder.” 48 Hare states that 
psychopathy is the sum of hereditary factors and environment. 


A British study also states that psychopathic traits can be inherited.49 Of course, it cannot, of 
course, be assumed that, for example, every member of the Rothschild family has a character 
disorder. And not all of those who have are necessarily full-blooded psychopaths. Where 
psychopathy is congenital, sociopathy is considered a state-induced state, and some globalists may 
be some type of sociopath. As mentioned above, religiosity has also been a factor influencing the 


work of the Rothschilds. In addition, pressure from the family has often been crushing and has not 


ee | 


been particularly happy with the family’s “blacks [or whites? ed. note] for sheep ”. 


The Daily Mail reports that Amschel Rothschild hanged himself at a Paris hotel because he was 
reluctant to take over the family bank NM Rothschild.50 His cousin Raphael de Rothschild died of a 
heroin overdose only at the age of 23. Another cousin, Nathaniel Philip Rothschild - Jacob 
Rothschild’s son - spent a rebellious life filled with alcohol and women to the point that Jacob already 
had time to worry about his heir. Nathaniel, who has since left alcohol, has been described by The 
New York Times as “the man who can become the richest Rothschild”. The fact that not all members 
of the elite clans are psychopaths is also indicated by the fact that sometimes insiders have become 
leaks who have exposed globalist plans to outsiders. Although you need to be careful with the leaks, 
as you can never know for sure 


Smith writes that the characteristics of a psychopath described above describe “almost exactly the 
observable behavior of globalists”. He notes that globalists differ from conventional psychopaths in 
that they have built a “society of psychopaths” that operates almost like a cult. It could be compared 
to organized crime, whose members have integrated into the surrounding society by acting in the 
midst of it. Smith argues that globalists are even more seamless parasites as part of society. They 
want to be known and admired, but are afraid of being subjected to public criticism. Therefore, they 
want to destroy a normal free and moral society in order to turn it into one where they can be and act 
as they want without fear of criticism or the consequences of their actions. 


The Jesuits, after all, at the top of the power pyramid? 

Writers of globalism have somewhat differing views on the subject, such as Brandon Smith’s view of 
Zionism only as a side branch. Others see the Vatican and the Jesuits at the top of the hierarchy of 
power, but from the signatory they seem more like this mentioned branch. While we may not know 
exactly what is going on behind the scenes, in order to show the power of the Jesuits, we would 
have to be able to show that they would have the opportunity to dictate rules to the Rothschilds, for 
example. On the contrary, however, it appears that the Zionists have funded and sought to infiltrate 
the Vatican. 


One example of Zionist infiltration attempts is Malachi Martin, ordained a Jesuit priest, about whom 
Michael Collins Piper writes in his book The Judas Goats: The Enemy Within (2006). Piper refers to 
Joseph Roddy's article How the Jews Changed Catholic Thinking, published in Look magazine on 
January 25, 1966.51 The article revealed quite openly that a priest inside the Vatican traveled 
between Rome and New York, leaking insider information about Catholic Church reform to The New 
York Times, ADL , to the American Jewish Committee (AJC) and the Commentary magazine it 
founded. According to the article, this confidential information was used to pressure the Vatican to 
make significant changes to its policies. 


The article did not identify the priest in question by his real name, but mentioned the author of this 
book, The Pilgrim (1964), under the author name Michael Serafian. Later, for example, Martin has 
admitted on the pages of his book The New Castle (1984) that he wrote the former book and said 
that he used the said pseudonym. Martin denied being directly a spy, but has since admitted that his 
work involved gathering information and blackmailing the cardinals if they did not do as Cardinal 
Augustin Bea and Pope John XXIll wanted. 


Piper writes that Bean was the initiator of changes in Catholic Church policy during the Second 
Vatican Ecumenical Council in 1962-1965. Bean's goal was e.g. improving Catholic-Jewish relations 


and combating anti-Semitism. Martin served as Bean’s counselor and liaison with the Jewish 
community in New York City. It has even been alleged that Martin acted as a courier for a large 
number of cash bribes that moved from New York to Rome. 


The above does not mean that the Vatican could not play a role either or that it would be completely 
under Zionist control. But if - as others argue - the Jesuits were the kind of underlying force that 
holds every thread in their pinch and the Zionists are just one unit under their control, then why on 
earth would they have made the Zionists infiltrate themselves? Illogicalities can also be found in the 
book Vatican Assassins (2000) by Eric Jon Phelps, who wrote the Jesuits. 


Phelps and Piper argue about the role of Zionists and Jesuits in The Investigative Journal radio 
program hosted by Greg Szymanski on May 16, 2006.52 the will of the Jesuits. Nonetheless, Phelps 
argues that the Jesuits organized the assassination of President John F. Kennedy because they did 
not like that he was on good terms with Israel and armed the country. But as in the case of Malachi 
Martin above, if once Israel, Mossad, and the Zionists were units administered by the Jesuits, why 
would they have any problem with Kennedy arming Israel? 


In reality, there was an behind-the-scenes “war” between Kennedy and the then Prime Minister of 
Israel, David Ben-Gurion, as can be seen e.g. Seymour Hersh, The Samson Option: Israel's Nuclear 
Arsenal and American Foreign Policy (1991). The reason was that Kennedy opposed Israel’s 
nuclear weapons project and wanted to develop relations equally with the Arab countries. He also 
agreed to sell Hawk missiles to Israel in the hope that it would have curbed the country’s need for a 
nuclear weapon. 


In his book, Piper notes that Phelps relied heavily on the writings of John Loftus, which Piper 
describes as a Zionist-friendly propagandist. Phelps admits that he may have made a mistake in 
Kennedy’s relations with Israel, but Piper mentions that there are otherwise innumerable mistakes in 
the book in the section focusing on Kennedy’s murder. Piper was known for his punctuality and his 
main work is hardly Final Judgment (2005) on the murder of Kennedy, so in this case, Piper inspires 
far more confidence. 


In addition, Phelps says the Jesuits wanted to get rid of Kennedy because he wanted to end the 
Vietnam War. That, in turn, would have marked a decision on the lucrative drug trade that Phelps 
claimed was run by the Jesuits through the mafia. But as noted above, the real underworld leaders 
at the time were the Zionists Meyer Lansky and Hyman Larner. Piper points out in the broadcast that 
“neither of them was a Jesuit, and [he] has never seen any evidence to suggest [e.g. the 
aforementioned] Jewish figures who had been involved in criminal syndicates acted as agents of the 
Jesuits ’. 


All of these strange, illogical, and erroneous claims do not inspire confidence in Phelps and his 
theses. Especially when Phelps puts little concrete evidence in support of his claims in the debate, 
but essentially refutes the fact that the Jesuits only act secretly behind everything and justifies their 
positions with their somewhat questionable interpretations of biblical texts. Instead, the Rothschilds 
and other mighty clans are known for their possessions, and there are many examples of Zionist 
conspiracy — although bringing them up is often branded as anti-Semitism — at least for one who 
looks at things from beyond the surface. 


Finally 
Despite differing views, however, most of those familiar with the subject are probably in line with the 


characteristics of globalists presented at the end of this paper. 


However, it is good to remember that, for all their wealth, the power of globalists is based in part on 
the image of their superiority, when in reality they are a small minority of the world’s population. By 
no means have they always succeeded in their endeavors, nor have they attained the perfect control 
of the world they desired. Although much destruction was done in Syria, the globalists ‘plans for a 
change of power to a ruler sympathetic to them have not materialized. Adequate support for the 
conflict was not achieved due in part to the efforts of the alternative media in exposing lies about the 
situation in Syria. 


At the moment, the wallpaper is Iran, which globalists have not yet been able to make a real attempt 
to change their regime, although it has been discussed in the Brookings Institute's 2009 report, 
Which Path to Persia? Iran is accused of attacks on Saudi oil production facilities on 14 September, 
although there is no evidence. Yemeni houth rebels who have struck Saudi Arabia in the past have 
admitted the act, and Iran would have been very reckless to blame it.54 Iran will probably continue to 
face similar accusations, but if it is innocent, then again, globalists plans can be thwarted by 
exposing their lies. 


Nor do many globalists have the backbone to answer for their words and deeds in the form of open 
debate. Michael Collins Piper has often recounted his encounter with Abraham Foxman, then 
director of the ADL. Piper happened to see Foxman at the same restaurant, but didn’t go to disturb 
him during the meal, but waited until he had eaten and then approached politely to change a 

word. However, the conversation remained short as Foxman denied being Foxman and fled the 
scene quickly. 


Globalists, then, are just ordinary mortals like all other people, and globalism itself is nothing 
mystical or secretive. But as the matter deepens, of course, you will come across a wide variety of 
material, such as numerology and various rites that many globalists are said to be dedicated to. The 
author of this article is not very familiar with these matters. Although somewhat interesting, there are 
those things whose accuracy is more difficult to verify than the things presented in this paper. In 
order to understand what the aspirations of globalists are all about, it is also not necessary to 
become acquainted with this “more mystical” aspect, but by exploring more down-to-earth things, 
one goes a long way. 


However, worldly matters cannot be completely adhered to, although many believe that religion and 
politics should be kept separate. The author of this scripture considers matters of faith to be the 
personal affairs of each person, and is not a particularly keen scholar of religions. In a way, however, 
religions are intertwined with globalism and their world sometimes needs to step in, but a more 
detailed analysis should be left in the hands of the more skilled. 


By no means does the author call for discrimination against anyone on the basis of their religion or 
any other matter and condemns all forms of racism. But it must still be possible to state that Zionism 
causes problems and that high-level Zionists play a significant role in globalism, even if in a country 
like Finland, for example, this is not as common among globalists or those who stalk 

them. Stateside. 


Of course, other extremist people, such as fundamentalist Christians and extremist Islamists, also 
cause problems in the world. But the latter are often not part of globalists, but rather globalists seek 
to manipulate and exploit these to achieve their goals. Of course, this does not mean that terrorism 


perpetrated by Islamists is always brought about or made possible by globalists, but it does, as can 
be read, for example, from this author's earlier article The International Alliance as a Supporter of 
Terrorism in the Middle East.55 

Globalists and their minions are a danger to the world precisely because they do not hesitate to 
cause wars and terror or to interfere in, for example, the drug trade56, if they see it as somehow 
beneficial to themselves and their goals. It is sometimes said that yes, there would be wars and 
violence in the world without a global elite. This is probably true, but shouldn't organized crime, for 
example, be opposed, because there would be crime anyway? 

Even if globalists promise centralized power to solve the problems they themselves have been 
causing, centralized power is by no means a good thing. As Sir John Dalberg-Acton, an English 
historian, politician, and writer who lived in the 19th century, the Eighth has stated, "Power corrupts 
and absolute power corrupts absolutely." In addition, he is known for another saying appropriate to 
this scripture: "Significant men are almost always bad men." 
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